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This is the third booklet of many that will be 
coming from “Orthodox Islam”. Our mission is to 
elaborate on particular issues in ways which were 
not particularly prioritised before. 


In this specific booklet we will be translating a 
passage on the logical necessity of Prophethood 
according to the Hanafi Maturidi tradition. Our 
goal is to strengthen the average believer's faith by 
showcasing the intelligence and strong arguments 
of our classical scholars’ arguments which hold 
relevance in our day and age especially with 
contemporary philosophies. 


We ask the reader to send salawat upon our 
beloved Prophet (s) to achieve clarity and 
tranquillity in all matters. Additionally, we also ask 
the reader to follow all social media of Orthodox 
Islam and Apostolic Islam for quality and unique 
content. 


Orthodox Islam Team. 


The wisdom of sending Messengers from a classical 
Hanafi perspective, a select excerpt from Abu al-Thana’ 
al-Lamishi’s “al-Tamhid li-Qawa’d al-Tawhid” 


The following is a select excerpt from the great Maturidi scholar Abu 
al-Thana’ al-Lamishi [d.522/1128] on the necessity of Prophethood for 
mankind. The Imam presents rational arguments that prove that it is 
necessary from God’s wisdom for Him to send guiding Messengers to 
mankind. This, however, should not be confused with the notion that 
anything is obligatory upon God. But rather, that some actions 
necessarily follow from his wisdom. For indeed, the position of 
Ahlus-Sunnah wal Jama@ah is that nothing is obligatory upon God. The 
excerpt that we will be translating is presenting the traditional Hanafi 
view, however this is not the only position which exists in Sunni Islam. 
The Ach are believe that sending Messengers is possible. Meaning, God 
may or may not send Prophets. The Hanafis, however, say that God 
possesses the attribute of Wisdom. Wisdom, according to the Hanafis, is 
what has a praiseworthy consequence’. From the necessary entailments 
of God’s wisdom is that mankind are not left without a guiding 
Messenger for reasons which will be explained by al-Lamishi himself. 


The following excerpt is relevant in contemporary discourse especially 
against Deism, with deists holding two different positions when it comes 
to the issue of sending Messengers. The first view is that sending 
Messengers is from the rational possibilities but it is epistemologically 
unverifiable. The second view is that sending Messengers is impossible. 
The following excerpt will be refuting the second position. The first 
position would necessitate foolishness and absurdity, for a rational 
possibility in the right of God is something which has a praiseworthy 
consequence, since God is attributed with Wisdom. Following from this 
it is necessary that the truth can be verifiable. Whilst the second position 
will be answered by al-Lamishi. 


1 Abu al-Mv’in Maymiin b. Muhammad al-Nasafi. Tabsiratul Adillah p.320, DKI (2020). 


Imam al-Lamishi (may God have mercy on his soul) writes: 


“Sending Messengers is logically sound and it is from the necessary 
entailments of (God’s) wisdom according to the verifying scholars from 
the school of Imam al-Huda (al-Maturidi) and the wise people from 
mankind. And according to the generality of the scholastic theologians? 
(mutakalimeen), it is from the generality of rational possibilities. (It is 
from the necessities of wisdom) because God almighty created his 
creation in a state of need to remain alive so that they may be able to 
fulfil what has been tasked upon them from having faith, and from 
staying away from what has been prohibited from them from 
worshipping idols? and that they may be able to stay away from what 
their natures lean to‘. 


So if the maker (ol Bo) did not legislate a legislation upon the tongue of 
a Messenger and did not create causes so that what is specified by being 
in immediate contact with them becomes specified through what is 
related to them of rulings (Ahkam) then the people would have rushed 
into acting upon what their nature inclines to and what makes them 
survive the longest, this would then lead to fighting and death. This is 

not from wisdom since it would necessitate (God) creating the creation 
for their own destruction. Creating the creation for their destruction is 
not what has a praiseworthy end.’ 


And because there are parts of the world which are meant to be for food, 
medicine and things which are a cause for death or corruption, there is 
no way for the created beings to distinguish between them on their own 
due to what necessitates from it fear and death. So if clarification was not 


2 From the Ash’aris and some Hanafis 

3 According to the preponderant opinion in the Hanafi school, the mind can uncover the obligation of 
believing in the one God. This, however, is not to be confused that the mind per se is a judge in 
judging the rational and moral necessity of such but rather God judged it to be so and reason can 
uncover God’s moral ruling on monotheism and it is binding upon every legally tasked individual. This 
is the position of the scholars of the Samarkand school in contrast to the Bukhari position. For more 
information see: “Tabsiratul Adillah”. 

4 Some people’s natures might lean to do a particular act which might be good for them on an 
individualistic level but cause a greater harm, so to dictate the law of graded priorities and know to 
what extent people can act God sends Messengers. 

5 As we have mentioned, the definition of wisdom is what has a praiseworthy consequence. This is 
necessary from God’s actions. The opposite of wisdom is foolishness, and foolishness is what is devoid 
of a praiseworthy consequence. God’s actions are necessarily devoid of any foolishness. 

8 Such as poison etc. 


sent from the one who knows their nature through the tongue of a 
Messenger from his Messengers, upon them be peace, there would have 
been no praiseworthy consequence for creating it based on the benefits 
and harms it entails. 


The generality of the scholastic theologians (al-mutakalimeen) said that 
(sending Prophets) is from what is logically possible, this is because - 
sending Messengers as bearers of glad tidings and warnings is God 
acting with his property, and the acting of an owner with his property is 
from what can be rationally comprehend and what is logically possible. 
Loads of people’ (on the other hand) say: “Sending Messengers is 
impossible” and their doubt regarding this is that if sending a Messenger 
was proven then it would either be to deliver commands and 
prohibitions or to clarify what is good and bad. And the first has no basis 
because God almighty does not benefit from what people enact upon the 
commands nor is he harmed by people acting upon what is prohibited. 
And the command which has no benefit which goes back to the 
commander and the prohibition which has no harm which goes back to 
the prohibitor is foolishness. And the second one has no basis because 
the intellect is sufficient for such. 


We say: What they have said leads to lifting all prohibitions and 
legislations in its totality. The corruption of this is not hidden from 
anybody due to what we have mentioned, and it is as if the people who 
regard things as generally permissible are from those people. Then it is 
said to them that God almighty, even if he does not benefit from people 
acting upon what is commanded nor is he harmed from what he has 
prohibited there is no doubt that the servant benefits from doing what 
has been commanded of him and staying away from what he has been 
prohibited from doing. The command in doing what benefits him and the 
prohibition from what abandoning it comes benefit is considered 
wisdom and mercy. 


7 From those who said this are the Brahmites and other groups, see: al-Shahrastani’s al-Millal ۱٢ 
Nihal 


As for what they have said that the intellect is sufficient then this is a 
false statement because the intellect has no place in knowing legislated 
human interactions (al-Mu’amallat)® which cuts off disputes nor does it 
have knowledge of the nature of things, so they are not capable of 
distinguishing between what is a cause of their survival or destruction. 


Another group said: “Messengership is not logically impossible but 
rather it’s from the logical possibilities, but there is no evidence to 
establish it because what has appeared from the breaking of normalcy on 
the hands of a Messenger is possible to appear from a false Prophet or a 
magician or witchcraft®. So (a miracle) is not evidence of the truthfulness 
of their claims because the necessary evidence of the truthfulness of his 
claim is to bring something which no one else can possibly do, this is 
what a miracle lexically is and this evidence is missing here because- 
everyone who has claimed Messengership not everyone has fallen short - 
of replicating it, if it was the case that they did fall short of such then it 
would be widespread everywhere. So there is no confirmation on who 
has no evidence for his Prophethood. We say: The irrefutable evidence 
has appeared and it is mass transmitted, the establishment of miracles 
which negate normalcy from the Prophets, upon them be peace. Such as: 


1. Turning the stick into a snake and splitting the sea from Musa, 
upon him be peace 

2. Recovering the sight of the blind and reviving the dead from ‘Isa, 
upon him be peace 

3. Possessing control over the devils, birds and wind from Sulayman, 
upon him be peace 


8 Such as Marriage and regular day to day transactions 
? This claim is false for multiple reasons: 


1. 11 God was to enable liars with miracles then this is tasking creation to believing in something 
false without a criterion to distinguish between truth and falsehood, this is tasking creation 
with what they cannot bear and this is logically impossible from God because it is foolishness 
and foolishness is an inherent deficiency. 

2. Distinguishing a liar from the truthful is something possible in and of itself, if it was possible 
for miracles to appear from liars then this would block God’s method of enacting his will of 
distinguishing between the truthful and the liar, this is ascribing impotence to God and that is 
impossible. 

3. Performing a miracle is attestation from God on the truthfulness of the claimant, so if God 
was to give attestation to a liar then this in itself would be a lie and lying is a deficiency which 
must be negated from the necessary being. 


And every one of them mankind has failed to replicate similar to it up to 
this very day. Just like them, our Prophet Muhammad Ze came with 
the miracle of the eloquence of the Qur’an, it’s prophesying of events that 
will happen”. The eloquent ones (among the Arabs) could not replicate 
even a chapter like it", and it will remain so until the extinction of the 
world. He also has other miracles other than the Qur’an which cannot be 
counted such as the cloud which used to shade him”, the testimony of 
the poisoned sheep”, the splitting of the moon” and the stones greeting 
him” etc. 


And similar to those normalcy breaking miracles are not in the capacity 
of magicians and those who practise witchcraft. So this is clear evidence 
of the truthfulness of their claim and the establishment of their 
Prophethood. And to God belongs infallibility.”® 


Conclusion: 


In this, al-Lamishi thoroughly demonstrates how sending Messengers is 
one of the necessary entailments of God’s divine wisdom. As he says, it 
would be devoid of any wisdom for God to create beneficial and harmful 
substances which cannot be distinguished between the good of it and the 
bad. He also points to how the human being is a city dweller in nature 
(madani al-tab’) and that corruption is necessary to emerge if there was 
not a Messenger clarifying the way for how human interactions ought to 
be carried out since reason cannot grasp everything. 


10 Such as the conquest of Mecca and the Romans being defeated 

1 Tf the Qur’an was from the creation of a human then it would be easy for the eloquent Arabs to have 
replicated it in it’s eloquence and language, but their inability to do so and instead resorted to warfare 
points to the fact that it is not from the scope of human possibility. What further supports this claim is 
that the polytheists accused the Prophet of magic. Magic in the eyes of the regular people is something 
which exists in the realm of normalcy. 

12 Sahih al-Bukha7i 3231 

13 Sunan Abi Dawud 4512 

14 Sahih al-Bukhart 3869 


15 Sahih Muslim 2277 
6 ql-Tamhid li Qawa’id al-Tawhid p.128-134. ERENLER VAKFI 


